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ATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW WITH THE EXAMINER 
NANCY VOGEL 



Inventor and applicant pro se. Elizabeth Gay Frayne 
Application No. #10/679,305 
Examiner: Nancy Vogel 
Date of Interview: 08/26/08 
Type of Interview: Phone 

Exhibits: Materials were faxed to the examiner after the phone call 
Prior art discussed: no specific prior art 
Agreement with respect to claims: none reached 

In response to a final action dated 8/15/08 I contacted the examiner. The examiner had 
raised issues regarding a figure 3 which she could not find that presented some fish DNA 
data. The information for this figure was presented in the original parent application. 
When a series of divisionals was requested by the previous examiner for the parent 
application a figure obtaining to the fish DNA was added to the first patent application 
which has issued or US Patent 7,125,982. The examiner stated that she felt this figure 
should have been included in the present application and would see if this were possible. 
Figure 3 helps to support claim 9 of the present invention. Claim 9 is in the second 
application but the experimental data which supports it is in the first application and the 
original parent application. 

We also discussed claim 10 regarding the examiner's concerns that the claim was not 
supported by the specification. I pointed to specific paragraphs of the original patent 
application to show how it did indeed support the claim. I then faxed a written statement 
to the effect which included some data as well as paragraphs in the present application 
which basically stated the same thing. A copy of all the faxed material is provided as an 
exhibit. 
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Frayne Consultants 
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(909)860-7415 



